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Case 2643 

Iphinoe Bate, 1856 (Crustacea, Cumacea): proposed conservation 
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Abstract. The purpose of this application is the conservation of the generic name 
Iphinoe Bate, 1856, of cumacean crustaceans by the suppression of the unused senior 
homonym Iphinoe Rafinesque, 1815 (Arachnoidea) and also the senior homonym 
Iphinoe H. & A. Adams, 1854, which is in occasional use for a restricted genus of 
gastropods. 


1. The name Iphinoe Bate, 1856, for a genus of Cumacea belonging to the family 
bodotriidae, is widely used and for more than 120 years has been the only name used 
for the genus. However, it is a junior homonym of two older names and is therefore 
invalid. 

2. In June 1856, Bate established two new genera, //a//V? (1856a, p. 458) and Venilia 
(1856a, p. 460). Halia had as its only species Cuma trispinosa Goodsir, 1843 (p. 126) 
which is its type by monotypy. The type species of Venilia, also by monotypy, is Venilia 
gracilis Bate, 1856 (1856a, p. 460). Later in the same year Bate found that both Halia 
and Venilia were preoccupied: the first by Halia Risso, 1826 (Mollusca), Halia 
Duponchel, 1829 (Lepidoptera) and Halia Hincks, 1855 (Bryozoa); the second by 
Venilia Duponchel, 1829 (Lepidoptera), Venilia Morton, 1833 (Mollusca), Venilia 
Alder & Hancock, 1844 (Mollusca) and Venilia Bonaparte, 1850 (Aves). In August 
1856, Bate (1856b, p. 187) published the new replacement names Iphinoe (as Iphinoe) 
for Halia, and Cyrianassa for Venilia . 

3. Norman (1869, p. 272) suspected that the name Iphinoe (= Halia) trispinosa 
(Goodsir, 1843) represented the males and the name Cyrianassa ( = Venilia) gracilis 
(Bate, 1856) the females of Goodsir’s species; this synonymy is now accepted. Norman 
synonymised the two genera Iphinoe and Cyrianassa and used the name Iphinoe for the 
combined genus. Norman’s choice of the name Iphinoe was accepted by almost all 
zoologists and the name Cyrianassa disappeared from use. 

4. However, Iphinoe Bate, 1856 is itself a junior homonym, namely of Iphinoe 
Rafinesque, 1815 (p. 107) (Arachnoidea) and also of Iphinoe H. & A. Adams, 1854 
(p. 280) (Mollusca). So far as we can see Cyrianassa Bate, 1856 is the nomenclaturally 
correct name for the genus, but we have not been able to find any use of this name after 
1865 (Norman, 1865, pp. 24, 27). 

5. Iphinoe Rafinesque, 1815, published in a rather obscure work, has been almost 
entirely overlooked. It was proposed as a replacement name for Clotho Latreille, 1809 
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(Arachnoidea), which is a junior homonym of Clotho Faujas de St Fond, 1808 
(Mollusca), but was generally overlooked by arachnologists, who used the generic 
name Uroctea Dufour, 1820 (p. 198), type species by monotypy Uroctea quinquemacu - 
lata Dufour, 1820 (p. 200), for the genus, notwithstanding that that name is a junior 
synonym of Rafinesque’s name. Bonnet (1957, p. 2298) in his Bibliographia Araneorum 
noted that Iphinoe has ‘reste inconnu jusqu’a notre epoque, et bien qu’il ait priorite sur 
Uroctea, il ne peut etre question aujourd’hui de faire ce changement; la prescription 
joue en faveur & Uroctea*. Later authors also continued to use Uroctea. 

6. Iphinoe H. & A. Adams, 1854 was published in part ix (or x) of volume 1 of Adams 
& Adams’ The Genera of Recent Mollusca, a work published in 36 parts and finished in 
1858. The exact dates of publication of Adams & Adams’ work were not known until 
Newton (1891, p. 303) published a table of parts and dates. As Adams & Adams’ work 
was completed in 1858 and carried that date on the title pages, Iphinoe H. & A. Adams 
was for a long time considered to have been published in 1858 and thus would have 
been a junior homonym of Bate’s generic name. Even when the date of publication 
of Iphinoe H. & A. Adams was shown to have been 1854, no carcinologist realised 
that it predated Iphinoe Bate. Even Stebbing (1913, p. 42) in his revision of the 
Cumacea retained the name Iphinoe Bate and all later Cumacean workers have 
followed him. 

7. In gastropod literature (e.g. Wenz, 1938, p. 891) the name Iphinoe H. & A. Adams 
(type species Trichotropis unicarinata Broderip & Sowerby, 1834) is accepted as the 
name of a genus (or a subgenus of Trichotropis ), a taxon with very few species and of 
restricted distribution. On the other hand, the crustacean genus Iphinoe contains 36 
known species widely distributed in the Eastern Atlantic and Indo-West Pacific 
regions; several of these species have been used in biological, ecological and population 
studies. It would, therefore, be in the interest of stability to conserve the name Iphinoe 
for the crustacean genus, thereby avoiding the considerable confusion that would arise 
from replacing that name by Cyrianassa Bate, 1856. However, the views of malacol- 
ogists would clearly be of great value to the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in reaching a decision and are invited. 

8. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is accordingly 
asked: 

(1) to use its plenary powers to suppress the following generic names for the 

purposes of both the Principle of Priority and the Principle of Homonymy: 

(a) Iphinoe Rafinesque, 1815; 

(b) Iphinoe W. & A. Adams, 1854; and any use of the name Iphinoe prior to its use 
by Bate, 1856; 

(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the following names: 

(a) Iphinoe Bate, 1856 (gender: feminine), type species by monotypy Cuma 
trispinosa Goodsir, 1843; 

(b) Uroctea Dufour, 1820 (gender: feminine), type species by monotypy Uroctea 
quinquemaculata Dufour, 1820; 

(3) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the following names: 

(a) quinquemaculata Dufour, 1820, as published in the binomen Uroctea 
quinquemaculata (specific name of the type species of Uroctea Dufour, 1820); 

(b) trispinosa Goodsir, 1843, as published in the binomen Cuma trispinosa 
(specific name of the type species of Iphinoe Bate, 1856); 
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(4) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology 
the following names: 

(a) Iphinoe Rafinesque, 1815, as suppressed in (1) (a) above; 

(b) Iphinoe H. & A. Adams, 1854, as suppressed in (1) (b) above; 

(c) IIalia Bate, 1856 (a junior homonym of Halia Risso, 1826); 

(d) Venilia Bate, 1856 (a junior homonym of Venilia Duponchel, 1829). 
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